GENERAL COMMENTS
This is a well-written and clear protocol paper of an interesting study, however there are a few minor issues detailed below that require some consideration. 1. The methods section of the abstract does not refer to the use of a systematic/narrative literature review, however review data is mentioned in the analysis. The methods section of the main body of the paper goes into detail about this review, therefore, this needs to be mentioned in the methods section of the abstract.
2. The dissemination section of the abstract states that the findings will underpin a future definitive trial. This suggests that regardless of the outcomes of the intervention development work the authors will proceed to a future trial. Unless this future trial has already been funded I would suggest that this is written is a less definitive way, e.g. the authors will proceed to a trial should the outcomes from the intervention development study suggest that the intervention is acceptable, usable etc.
3. Related to the above point, more detail is required in the main body of the paper about the next stage of the research -the authors describe wanting to develop an acceptable and usable intervention, but not much information is given about how they will determine whether they have been successful in doing so. Even if this is due to be the subject of future research, some information about how they currently plan to go about exploring that would be useful for the reader. For example, will participants involved in the described stages of planning/design continue to be involved in these later stages? What is the scope of the next stage of the research (described in the main body as 'implementation and trialling' and in the abstract as 'a future definitive trial') -do the authors plan to do any feasibility testing of the intervention and/or trial methods prior to a definitive trial? I would recommend inclusion of some brief information about this in the conclusion section or in a new sub-section just before the conclusion.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Many thanks for your time in reviewing our paper. Below are responses to your comments:
Reviewer #1
This is a well-written and clear protocol paper of an interesting study, however there are a few minor issues detailed below that require some consideration.
Thank you for your comments.
1. The methods section of the abstract does not refer to the use of a systematic/narrative literature review, however review data is mentioned in the analysis. The methods section of the main body of the paper goes into detail about this review, therefore, this needs to be mentioned in the methods section of the abstract.
We have made wording changes in abstract in response to this recommendation.
"The intervention will be based on key elements identified through participant input and from evidence identified through systematic and narrative reviews, to ensure the intervention addresses participants' needs and increase the likelihood of uptake."
We have made wording changes in abstract in response to this recommendation:
"A summary of findings will be presented to key stakeholder groups. We will progress to a definitive trial should the findings from this intervention development study indicate the intervention is acceptable and usable."
3. Related to the above point, more detail is required in the main body of the paper about the next stage of the research -the authors describe wanting to develop an acceptable and usable intervention, but not much information is given about how they will determine whether they have been successful in doing so. Even if this is due to be the subject of future research, some information about how they currently plan to go about exploring that would be useful for the reader. For example, will participants involved in the described stages of planning/design continue to be involved in these later stages? What is the scope of the next stage of the research (described in the main body as 'implementation and trialling' and in the abstract as 'a future definitive trial') -do the authors plan to do any feasibility testing of the intervention and/or trial methods prior to a definitive trial? I would recommend inclusion of
We have added a sub-section entitled 'Future Work' before the conclusion to provide additional information future planned work as requested.
We have referred to the 'Future Work' sub-section to table 1.
